February 6, 1975 


Sl)e JfeUr Jlork (times 

TIMES SQUARE NEW YORK NY 10034 


Dear Harold: 

Somehow something has gone haywire via Jerry Folicoff, 
and I’m sorry that you seem to have gotten distressed about some’ 
idea that somebody around here criticized me for using some of 
your material. That never happened. I don’t remember what it 
was that Jerry and I might have discussed, but based on your 
letter, it might have been the story on the FBI report that 
the Zapruder camera was set to operate at 2 4 frames a second 
instead of IS. 3 frames. 

What i would have said to Jerry or to anyone was that 
you have been meticulous in reproducing the material you have 
found, so that anybody could make his own interpretations as 
well as have the benefit of your interpretations. This is 
greatly to your credit. You know I don’t agree with a lot of 
your interpretations — but you have presented the basis of your 
views from the original data. You did that with the FBI report; 

I thought it was certainly a new finding; I went out to see what 
explanation there could be; the FBI report was then countered 
by what I got from Bell & Howell. And" the result was the story 
you undoubtedly saw at the time. But nobody ever objected to 
its being run — and I -still think offering all the facts we could 
on all sideiywas a contribution. 

You have some suspicion about a David Lift on. I’m 
afraid my memory is dimming a great deal on everything. I have 
a strong feeling I should remember that name, but offhand I 
don’t. It doesn't show up in our morgue file or in the computer 
inf obarhj since the start of 1969 — which doesn’t mean that we 
might^Iave used something about him some day, because the morgue 
is not what it used to be. But there was no "editorial wrath" 
against me on that story or others — the editors didn’t want to 
use our round-up report, but the contention was that anything - 
we had found that was news we had already thrown into the paper, 
as in the case of your FBI report. Anyway , don’t do any worrying . 

With respect to the Belin story, I gave the material 
to the national desk, which was planning a profile that never seems 
to have gotten used. There was a thought to using both the criticism 
and his defense as part of such a biographical story. Maybe some 
day hhere will be a news peg and it will show up. It was to be 
handled by the Washington bureau. On youryftappiness about Max 
Frankel, I’m sorry — Max is a very fine man as well as reporter. 

He was not involved in the Times study of 1966 in which Bene 
Eoberts and I had the headaches. 


Sincerely yours, 

j i. u u , /, 


With best wishes. 



